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From: Lofton, Michael G. (EXCH)
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 1999 12:28 PM
To: ‘kasey.howard@bridge.bellsouth.com’
Ce¢: Thomas, Ed L. (EXCH)

Subject:  Closing ASR 1998-21479.50593 -

Kasey,

Per our convarsation this morning, conceming the multiple tandem Architecture, Intermedia
concurs with your understanding that Bell South requested this to be deployed to assist with
the completion of traffic being blocked due to capacity limitations in the Buckhead tandem.
We also understand that Bell South has requested that this arrangement be left in place until
BellSouth has worked through the capacity problems in the Atianta area and specifically the
Buckhead tandem. We reiterate our preference to continue our direct interconnection to all

the tandems in the Atlanta LATA.

Thus, | am closing out the ASR 1998-21479.50593 that you requested Intermedia submit to
BellSouth in November in order to keep your internal records consistent with BellSouth's
clreuit deployment. '

Thanks

: * Mike Lofton
Manager - Network Facilities

818-829-2284
malofton@intermedia.com

MAR 23 19SS 15:12
jalalat el e el




County of HILLSBOROUGH )
) SS.
State of FLORIDA )
AFFIDAVIT OF
EDWARD L. THOMAS

I, EDWARD L. THOMAS, being first duly sworn upon oath do hereby depose and state
aé follows:

1. My name is Edward L. Thomas. I am employed by Intermedia Communications
Inc. (“Intermedia”) as Director — Voice Planning & Deployment. My business address is 3625
Queen Palm Drive, Tampa, Florida 33619, and my telephone number is (813) 829-2930. In my
capacity as Director — Voice Engineering, I am responsible for engineering the moves, adds, and
changes of the telecommunications switching requirements within the Intermedia voice network.
This includes the ordering and placement of central office switching equipment, ordering and
placement of circuit groups between various exchanges, network capacity management, and
network traffic management. My telecommunications background spans thirty-five years of
experience and a myriad of technical training courses and seminars. I have attended Kent State
Univcrsity and Wooster (Ohio) College. Prior to joining Intermedia, I was employed by GTE for
twenty-nine years in vario_t_xs management capacities.

2.  Iam submitting this Affidavit on behalf of Intenﬁcdia. The purpose of my
Affidavit is to describe the manner in which Intermedia interconnects with BellSouth

Telecommunications, Inc.’s (“BellSouth”) facilities for the purpose of exchanging local traffic.

80211.1
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3. Intefmedi; is one of the largest independent competitive local exchange carriers
(“CLECs”) in the United States. In Georgia, Intermedia provides local exchange service
primarily to business customers utilizing its telephone switches located in Atlanta. In order to
reach end-users located in Georgia, Intermedia interconnects with BellSouth’s facilities by
purchasing so-called “interconnection trunks” from BellSouth. These “interconnection trunks”
are used to connect Intermedia’s switches with BellSouth’s switches for the purpose of
exchanging traffic. BellSouth’s switching facilities are of two types: tandem switches and end
office switches. A “tandem switch” is an intermediate switch or connection between an
originating telephone call location and the final destination of the call; it serves to connect
central offices when direct interoffice trunks are not available. An “end office switch” is the last
switching point (i.e., central office) in the network before the subscriber’s telephone equipment.

\.ccess to end users through direct connections to “end offices” subtending the “tandem™
switches are appropriate where the volume of traffic so dictates; otherwise, connections to
tandem switches are mdre economical. I provide as EXHIBIT A a diagram illustrating how a
typical CLEC voice switch is connected to BellSouth's switch or switches.

4. There are at Jeast two ways of reaching end users served out of BellSouth’s end-
offices. A CLEC could establish direct coﬁnections to each tandem within a local access and
transport area (“LATA”) in order to have access to the end-offices subtending each suqh tandem.
For example, a CLEC could establish direct connections to Tandem A in ordclzbt_"to reach end-users
served out of end offices A-1, VA-Z, A-3, and 50 on; similarly, direct comc'ﬁons',to Tandem B.
could be had in order to have access to end-users sérved out of end ofﬁcw 1341, B-2, B-3, and s0
forth. I will refer to this as “Single Tandem Architecture.” A diagram is provided in EXHIBIT

n.

80211.1




AFFIDAVIT OF EDWARD L. THOMAS
PAGE3

5. Another option is for a CLEC to interconnect to a single access tandem within the
LATA to access all other tandems and end offices subtending the tandems. For example, a
CLEC could establish trunk terminations to Tandem A, which would allow the CLEC to connect
to the end offices subtending Tandem A, as well as to connect to end offices subtending
Tandems B, C, and D via direct connections to Tandem A. The ultimate goal is to have access to
all the tandems and end offices within a LATA through a single connection to one of the
tandems (or at a minimum, through connections to less than all access tandems within the
LATA). I will refer to this as “Multiple Tandem Architecture.” A diagram is provided in
EXHIBIT C.

6. The choice of whether to use a Single Tandem Architecture as opposed to a
Multiple Tandem Architecture would depend on the particular needs of the CLECs. As a general
tule, however, although Multiple Tandem Architecture is more economical because a CLEC
nieed only interconnect with one tandem to have access to several tandems and the subtending
end offices, this architecture is technically inferior. In particular, from an engineering
standpoint, call efficiency is poorer in a Multiple Tandem Architecture setting. This is because
the call is switched at multiple levels. On the other hand, Single Tandem Architecture offers
high call efficiency because the amount of switching is significantly less. CLECs whose traffic
volumes are significant tend to choose Single Tandem Architecture because their traffic volumes
» usufy mdxvxdua.l du'ect connecuons to each tandem. ,T!ns is the case thh Intermedm.

7 Pnor to the ti_rst quarter of1997 Intexmedm had dm connecuons to thc tand o

' sthch in Buckhead Thzs allowed Intermedxa to reach end-users that were servcd out of cnd-

offices subtending the Buckhead tandem. Similarly, end-users served out of end offices
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1btending the tandem switch located in Norcross were reached through Intermedia’s connection
to the Buckhead tandem.

8. Beginning in the first quarter of 1997, BellSouth stopped routing traffic to end-
offices subtending the Norcross tandem via direct connections to the Buckhead tandem.
BellSouth insisted that the interconnection agreement between BellSouth and Intermedia
required direct connections to each tandem in the Atlanta, GA LATA. Consequently, Intermedia
established individual direct connections to the Buckhead tandem and the Norcross tandem in
order to reach end users served by the various end offices subtending the Buckhead and Norcross
tandems, respectively.

9. Beginning in or around April 1998, Intermedia began experiencing congestion
problems with the Buckhead tandem. Specifically, Intermedia was unable to obtain trunk

rminations in the Buckhead tandem, the result of which was effectively to deny access to
Intermedia’s customers. Intermedia promptly brought this problem to BellSouth’s attention, but
the lack of available trunk terminations in the Buckhead tandem persisted for several months.
BellSouth assured Intermedia that the addition of the Eastpoint tandem would alleviate the
congestion at Buckhead. Indeed, when the Eastpoint tandem became operational, the congestion
in the Buckhead facility was alleviated somewhat, but not for long. Soon thereafter, around the

thu-d qua:ter of 1998, the Buckhead tandem began expenencmg congestion problems once again.

' A'I'he congesuon problem in the Buckhead tandem became ptogressxvely worse and lnt a cntleal
pomt dunng the lattcr part of 1998 forcmg me to escalate the problem somctlmc m Deoember_ o
"l 998 to Jon Rey Sulhvan, Operauons Assxstant Vlcc Presxdent at BellSouth. I have since held o

several discussions with Mr. Sullivan, most recently in March 1999, to address the congestion
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problem in Buckhead; however, the problem continued to persist until mid-April 1999 when

BellSouth added circuits with Intermedia.

10. I believe that BellSouth may have converted Intermedia’s direct interconnection
to the Buckhead tandem into a multi-tandem architecture beginning in or around June 1998,
without Intermedia’s knowledge and consent, in order to alleviate the congestion in Buckhead. I
believe this to be the case because Kasey Howard of BellSouth asked Dean Podzamsky of
Intermedia to submit an Access Service Request (“ASR”) to BellSouth in or around September
of 1998, requesting the Buckhead tandem trunk group to be made multi-tandem. However, when
Intermedia submitted the ASR to BellSouth in November 1998, pursuant to BellSouth’s request,
BellSouth advised Intermedia that the ASR could not be processed because the Buckhead
tandem was already multi-tandem. This leads me to conclude that BellSouth had already
converted Intermedia’s interconnection to the Buckhead tandem into a multi-tandem architecture
prior to the time BellSouth requested Intermedia to submit an ASR requesting multi-tandem.
This is also consistent with Mike Lofton’s conversation with Mr. Howard in late 1998, in which
Mr. Howard advised Mike Lofton to submit an ASR for multi-tandem in order to make
BellSouth’s internal records consistent with its circuit deployment. Please see Mike Lofton’s
Affidavit.

11. ] am unable to detemnne whether a mulu-tandem archxtectme is m place today for

Intermedxa, although Iam reasonably certam that the Buckhead tandem was made mulu-tandem, S I

' above It is beyond any doubt, however, that Intexmedxa is not, on'its own, sendmg traﬁc .
destined to the end offices subtending the Norcross tandem via the Buckhead tandem.

Specifically, traffic that is destined to the end offices subtending the Norcross tandem is sent
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directly to the Norcross tandem, and traffic that is destined to the end offices subtending the
Buckhead tandem is sent directly to the Buckhead tandem. BellSouth may well be using multi-
tandem to route Intermedia’s traffic today, but certainly not because Intermedia requested it.
Indeed, once Intermedia’s traffic is sent to the appropriate tandem, e.g., Buckhead tandem,
Intermedia has no control over the ultimate routing of that traffic (and in fact Intermedia has no
way of knowing whether that traffic was routed in the manner requested by Intermedia, unless
BellSouth produces its translation records). As stated previously, Intermedia prefers to have
direct, individual interconnections to all the tandems in the Atlanta LATA, for technical and
other reasons.

12.  In conclusion, Intermedia has never requested, on its own, multi-tandem
architecture in the Atlanta LATA in June 1998 or anytime thereafter. Intermedia did, ar

BellSouth’s request, submit an ASR requesting temporary conversion to multi-tandem

architecture in order to relieve congestion in BellSouth’s tandems. That ASR has since been

cancelled by both Intermedia and BellSouth. It has never been Intermedia’s intention to have a

multi-tandem architecture on a permanent basis.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

~. Thomas

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME this __| 4 day of .

M ety S
I AR

My Commission Expires:

wOIAR, TAMMY A. KUELL
ABUC  Siate of Florida
My comm. expires July 17, 1999
Comm. No. CC 481348

(Hfmmlyann { } Produced I.D.
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- F’LIE]D L‘/ CL i.::..._.{_ ,
SOC. i1y THCE
DUPLI CATE  ovres unrrep states pistricT COURT s
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
ATLANTA DIVISION L FEB .4 u
UThen ..
By: 74/,‘% hoas, .
BELLSOUTH ) Lor. . ‘
TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC., ) SPULY Clory
) )
Plaintiff, )
- )
v. ) No. 1:99-CV-0518-JOF
| )
INTERMEDIA COMMUNICATIONS, INC., )
GEORGIA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION, - )
STANCIL O. WISE in his official capacity )
as Chairman, LAUREN “BUBBA” )
MCDONALD, in his official capacity as )
Commissioner, ROBERT DURDEN, )
in his official capacity as Commissioner, )
and ROBERT B. BAKER, JR., in his )
official capacity as Commissioner, )
)
Defendants, )
BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.’S RESPONSE TQO INTERMEDIA
C NS, INC.’S MOTION TO COMPEL URT

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc, (“BellSouth™) hereby responds to and opposes

Intermedia Communications,Inc 's.C¥ctermedia’) Motion to Compel BellSouth

—— gt

Telecommunications, Inc. To Deposit Funds Into Court In Accordance With The Court’s Order

(the “Motion”). The Court should deny Intermedia’s Motion for two reasons. First, BellSouth
has complied with, and will continue to comply with, the Court’s April 30, 1999 Order (Docket
No. 19) (“April 1999 Order”) regarding the deposit of funds with the Court. Second, BellSoyth
agrees with Intermedia that the rate dispute that has arisen between BellSouth and Intermedia is

not propetly before this Court and should be resolved by the Georgia Public Service Commission
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(the “GPSC”). The dispute over the appropriate reciprocal compensation rate the parties should
be paying in Georgia has nothing to do with the issue presently before the Court, namely whether
BellSouth is obligated to pay reciprocal compensation for non-local ISP-bound traffic pursuant
to the terms of the parties’ interconnection agrecment. Consequently, BellSouth regrets that
Intermedia continues to attempt to embroil the court in this rate dispute, particularly because,
after the filing of the Motion, BellSouth offered to escrow the funds associated with this rate
dispute in a separate account pending resolution of the issue by the GPSC. Intermedia rejected
BellSouth’s offer, proposing instead that the funds be placed with the registry of the court, and
remain with the court until the GPSC resolves the rate dispute, even though the rate dispute is not
before the Court. Indeed, Intermedia’s proposal cannot be squared with its adaniant position, as
set forth in its Motion, that “this Court is not the jurisdictional forum for.. the enforcement
issue....” (Motion at 13). For these reasons, BellSouth respecﬁuny requests that the Court deny
Intermedia’s Motion.

DISCUSSION

I BELLSOUTH HAS COMPLIED FULLY WITH THE COURT’S ORDER
TO DEPOSIT FUNDS INTO COURT. ‘

. In its Motion, Intermedia claims that BellSouth has failed to comply with the Court’s - ~—-——

April. 1999 Order by not paying into Court the sums invoiced by Intermedia. Intermedia’s
position is based on a misunderstanding of the Court's April 1999 Order. In the April 1999
Order, the Court directed “that BellSouth shall deposit with the Court, no later than May 4, 1999,
all sums that have been billed to BellSouth by Intermedia that would be due to Intermedia....”
(April 1999 Order at 2) (Emphasis added). The Court further directed that “BellSouth shall
deposit with the Court all sums of disputed reciprocal compensation that have been billed to




